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brought them hither, could not be certain but that they might have beliaved
in the fame manner."

.'"- After a few words from Sir John Barnard, 'in which he d'efende$ the
affembling of people at the doors, and affeftedly gave to the phrafe Jlurdy
beggars, that invidious fenfe in which it was afterwards fo much repeated
by the enemies of the Hiinifter, the queftion was called for, and* paffed'by a
majority of 6t ; (266 againft 205.) The firft refoktion being thus carried^
three others were put, and agreed to without a divilion*

The debate was protrafted till two o'clock in the morning, an hour at
that time confidered extremely late. The people without were fo exafperated,.
that as Sir Robert pafled towards his carriage, fome of them caught him by
the cloak, and would probably have committed fome violent outrage on his-
perfon, if his foil, Edward Walpole, and general Churchill had not inter-
fered;

On the i6th Sir Charles Turner, according to order, reported to the houfe
the proceedings of the committee. The debate was refumed with increafed
acrimony.* Sir John Barnard, Bacon, Sir Thomas Afton, lord' Morpetlv
Pulteney, and Walter Plumer oppofed t-he queftion, that the houfe fhould
agree to the report. Horace Walpole, lord Hervey, Sir Thomas Robin-
fon, lord Glenorchy, Clayton, and Sir Robert Walpole fupported it; the
houfe divided"j. the affirmative was voted by a majority of 60 * ^ (249 againft
189) and Sir Charles Turner, the chancellor of the exchequer, the attorney
general, the folicitor general, Doddington, Clayton, Sir William Yonge, Sir
George Oxenden, Serope, and Edward Walpofe, were direfted to p^pare and
bring in the bill.

The effeft of this bill on the public mind was fo great, and the Ferment
it occafioned fo violent, that I have judged it proper to ftate every divifioa
which took place during ifs difcuffion. It is unnecef&ry to fpecify the par-
ticulars of the debates, whichy though conduced with great afperity, con>
tained little novelty, and were often on mere points of order, or difciiflioa
of precedents.                       .

The bill was brought in, and read ar firft time, on the 4th of April. An
objection was made that fome parts of it were not within the compafs of the
refolutions, and that it fhould therefore be withdrawn. This was over-
ruled by a majority of 56 ^ > (^3^ againft 176). A motion being then made
for the houfe to adjourn, was negatived by 237 agaiaft 199,, and another for
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Ibid,nformed, on the refpeftable autho- forty keggars, not,as a matter of reproach, but
